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COLONIAL WILLIAMSBURG PHOTOGRAPH 
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THE CUT IS IDENTICAL TO THE ARMS PRINTED ON THE 
PAPER MONEY , | i 
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The left photograph is 6n enlargement of a portion of a printed bill; the rigit got snouicer ot 
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photograph is ean enlarged picture of the excavated cut, printed with a reversed negative to | < v. Crowns not centered over 
ne earsice 1t- y 2 : h CINTA 46 ems 
make it correspond with the impression. (Otherwise it would be a mirror image). ey The "G" jn VIRGINIA is smal 
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Comparison of the two photographs reveals the exact correspondence he » The letter "N" in VIRGINIA is 
bill and the metal cut. The numbers indicate po ns he design which migh > called . The "N" in EN DAT is not centered o1 
Nencraver's errors” — irregularities which are not likely to be repeated in e similar piece, 
They are points that could be recognized quickly and easily by 4 easuel observer, as 
confirming the congruity of the designs. Any other points, of course, would confirm this, 
but mutilation of the metal cut has made comparison difficuit; hence the need for. outstand— 


ing elements. 


